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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. SIMPSON).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
March 21, 2018.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MICHAEL K.
SIMPSON to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

PAUL D. RYAN,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 8, 2018, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties. All time shall be
equally allocated between the parties,
and in no event shall debate continue
beyond 10:50 a.m. Each Member, other
than the majority and minority leaders
and the minority whip, shall be limited
to 5 minutes.

———

THE SANCTUARY MOVEMENT AND
THE DOCTRINE OF NULLIFICATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. McCLINTOCK) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MCcCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker,
California’s Legislature has forbidden
local governments from cooperating
with Federal immigration authorities,
and has even gone so far as to forbid
private citizens from volunteering in-
formation to Federal law enforcement
under threat of criminal prosecution.
Government officials have alerted

criminal illegal aliens of impending
ICE raids and placed an illegal immi-
grant on a governing body.

Mr. Speaker, these actions invoke
the doctrine of nullification, the dis-
credited principle that any State or
local government that doesn’t like a
Federal law is free to violate it. It
formed the central legal argument that
the Southern Confederacy used in its
attempt to tear our Federal Union
apart. It ignores the supremacy clause
of the Constitution, the enumerated
powers of Congress, and the exclusive
jurisdiction given the courts to adju-
dicate disputes involving the States.

When South Carolina used this doc-
trine in 1832 to ignore a Federal tariff,
President Andrew Jackson sent war-
ships to Charleston harbor, threatened
to hang the instigators, and declared
that nullification was ‘‘incompatible
with the existence of the Union, con-
tradicted expressly by the letter of the
Constitution, unauthorized by its spir-
it, inconsistent with every principle on
which it was founded, and destructive
of the great object for which it was
formed.”

Jackson and, later, Lincoln under-
stood how toxic this doctrine is to the
rule of law and to the fundamental
principles of federalism. If allowed to
stand, the Constitution becomes impo-
tent, our laws become mere sugges-
tions, and the Federal Union itself dis-
integrates.

Like their Confederate predecessors,
the California secessionists assert the
10th Amendment with no apparent un-
derstanding of it. The 10th Amendment
reserves to the States powers not dele-
gated to the Congress. Jurisdiction
over immigration law is explicitly re-
served to Congress and is thus denied
the States. The supremacy clause is
equally clear that the laws made with-
in the constitutional authority of the
Federal Government are the supreme
laws of the land.

There is good reason for immigration
law to be in Federal hands. As Attor-

ney General Sessions explained in Sac-
ramento a few weeks ago, if our immi-
gration laws are not to be enforced,
then our national borders mean pre-
cisely mnothing. Nations that either
cannot or will not defend their borders
simply aren’t around very long. The
open borders advocated by California
officials are suicidal for any nation.

Our Nation of immigrants depends on
the enforcement of our immigration
laws. A nation that is founded of immi-
gration must be able to regulate the
flow and set the conditions of immigra-
tion. That is what promotes and pro-
tects the process of assimilation, the
glue that holds together a mnation
drawn from every continent.

Assimilation assures that uniquely
American traditions and values—a
common language, a common culture,
and a common devotion to American
constitutional principles—are  pre-
served. Our immigration laws welcome
those from around the world, but they
also unite us as a people. Illegal immi-
gration undermines the process of as-
similation and makes a mockery of the
millions of legal immigrants who have
obeyed our laws and done everything
our country has asked.

California officials claim that they
are not defying Federal law, but only
refusing to use State resources to en-
force it. Well, Federal law is crystal
clear: ‘“A Federal, State, or local gov-
ernment entity or official may not pro-
hibit or in any way restrict any gov-
ernment entity or official from sending
to or receiving from the Immigration
and Naturalization Service informa-
tion regarding the citizenship or immi-
gration status, lawful or unlawful, of
any individual.”

Yet that is precisely what Califor-
nia’s nullification acts do.

They also claim they are trying to
preserve the trust of the illegal immi-
grant community to report crimes.

Well, does this mean that anyone
who reports a crime or talks to a police
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officer should be immune from arrest
for the crimes that they may have
committed?

And what about protecting the rest
of our community from criminal illegal
aliens in our midst?

The Constitution commands the ex-
ecutive to ‘‘take care that the laws be
faithfully executed.” That means all
laws, including our immigration laws.

For all its sanctimony, the sanctuary
movement’s principal legal argument
springs from the same poisoned foun-
tainhead that almost destroyed our Na-
tion in the Civil War. Jackson and Lin-
coln understood that it must be con-
fronted and defeated. President Trump
and Attorney General Sessions have
made it clear that this administration
does, too.

GOP ATTACKS ON HEALTHCARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, as you re-
call, 8 years ago this week, the Afford-
able Care Act became law. Since then,
we have seen a historic increase in
health coverage, with millions of peo-
ple gaining access to better quality
healthcare.

Under the ACA, we saw the non-
elderly uninsured rate cut almost in
half, from 18 percent to 9.4 percent. In-
dividuals previously denied coverage
due to preexisting conditions saw life-
changing improvements in benefits and
coverage. Seniors, who are finally able
to spend less on Medicare coverage and
prescription drugs, had a chance at a
secure and peaceful retirement.

In my State alone, Wisconsin, 224,000
people became covered by ACA ex-
changes. From 2013 to 2016, the number
of uninsured individuals declined by a
whopping 42 percent.

But we all know, Mr. Speaker, that
hardworking Americans were taking
advantage of this less expensive, supe-
rior healthcare coverage while, at the
same time, the GOP embarked on their
all-out war against the ACA. I mean,
they took no prisoners, hell-bent on
sabotaging, butchering, and repealing
this law at the expense of our Nation’s
must vulnerable.

I mean, let’s get down into the nitty-
gritty depths of this depravity.

Mr. Speaker, how do you think, for
example, that the GOP, this Congress,
is going to pay for the $1.18 trillion def-
icit hole created by these tax cuts for
the richest Americans and for corpora-
tions?

Mr. Speaker, you well know the an-
swer. What we are going to do is plun-
der Medicare and Medicaid. We are
going to build public sentiment for
these actions by demonizing the poor
and targeting people who already have
limited access to jobs and healthcare.

Oh, come on now. We all know, Mr.
Speaker, that you have been dreaming
about slashing Medicaid ever since you
were drinking at college keg parties.
You said so yourself, Mr. Speaker.
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Well, now, with the help of our Presi-
dent, you are acting on your dream.
Your dream is coming true. And we
have already seen an influx of States,
including my own State of Wisconsin,
submit work requirement waivers. This
administration has already approved
three of them, and there are sure to be
more.

These attacks are unprecedented.
Never has any administration gone this
far to kick needy Americans off the
only healthcare they have.

My own State’s Governor, Scott
Walker, is spearheading one of the
most restrictive welfare reform pro-
posals in the Nation. He wants harsh
work requirements, drug testing re-
strictions, and other barriers to our
State’s most at-risk families to access
Social Services.

These folks who are being targeted
are already struggling to find work,
and they are marginally connected to
the workforce.

How does
healthcare help?

I say we need to uphold the ACA.

———

RECOGNIZING WORLD DOWN
SYNDROME DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for b5
minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today, on World
Down Syndrome Day, to celebrate the
many individuals living with Down
syndrome who are changing the world.

People with Down syndrome can and
do make meaningful contributions
throughout their lives, in schools, in
workplaces, their communities, public
and political life, culture, media, and
more.

Take Gerber’s adorable spokesbaby,
Lucas Warren, a l-year-old from Dal-
ton, Georgia, whose infectious smile
set him apart from the 140,000 entries
that Gerber received for the competi-
tion. After Lucas made his big debut in
February on the TODAY show, the
world fell in love with him, too.

Lucas is the first child with Down
syndrome to win the title since Gerber
began the competition. His parents,
Cortney and Jason Warren, said they
hope that Lucas’ story will shed light
on the special needs community and
help more individuals with special
needs be accepted, and I certainly
agree.

Another incredible person living and
thriving with Down syndrome is Kayla
McKeon. Kayla is the manager of
grassroots advocacy for the National
Down Syndrome Society. She is the
first registered lobbyist with Down
syndrome.

I met Kayla not too long ago when
she interviewed me for her podcast,
Kayla’s Corner. She is upbeat and out-
going, and that is just part of what
makes Kayla so special.

A native of Syracuse, New York,
Kayla is also a motivational speaker
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who draws on her experiences as an in-
dividual with a disability whose posi-
tive attitude inspires others to reach
their highest potential.

Kayla is also a Special Olympian who
competes in floor hockey and bowling
tournaments. But in many ways, Kayla
is living a life like any other young
person. She lives in Washington, D.C.,
and rides the Metro. She has a busy so-
cial life. She likes sporting events and
motorcycle rides, but she is extraor-
dinary and she is a role model for oth-
ers.

Kayla told the Auburn Citizen news-
paper that she is committed to showing
how much people with Down syndrome
can achieve. She said: “We are most
definitely ready, willing, and able to do
anything we set our minds to, getting a
job, driving a car, going to college. We
want to showcase our abilities, not our
disabilities.”

Well, I couldn’t agree more with
Kayla. After meeting this enthusiastic
young woman, I am certain that she is
able to do anything that she puts her
mind to, and she is an outstanding am-
bassador for the Down syndrome com-
munity.

Mr. Speaker, all people with Down
syndrome must have opportunities to
contribute to the community and live
valued lives on a full and equal basis
with others in all aspects of society.

People with Down syndrome can and
do bring so much to the community
wherever they live, around the world,
when given the opportunity.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
join me in celebrating World Down
Syndrome Day, where we not only cele-
brate all the achievements of those liv-
ing with Down syndrome, but we dou-
ble down in our commitment to ensure
that no one with Down syndrome is
prevented from making meaningful
contributions to society. They have so
much to give and make this world a
brighter place.

——————

OUTSOURCING U.S. JOBS AND
WAGES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
bring much-needed attention to a crit-
ical issue: the outsourcing of U.S. jobs
and wages.

I have been fighting on behalf of
working people to stop outsourcing, to
stop sending our jobs overseas; and
fighting against low-income wages that
outsourcing has caused since the day I
came to the Congress.

Right now, we have an opportunity
to make real progress, pushing back
against outsourcing. But in order to
make that opportunity reality, we can-
not accept the status quo on the North
American Free Trade Agreement.

Any renegotiated NAFTA must
eliminate the incentives for outsourc-
ing jobs, raise wages, and level the
playing field for North American work-
ers. It is our job to ensure that the
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Trump administration keeps its prom-
ises to the middle class, and put an end
to the outsourcing of jobs by fighting
for strong, enforceable labor and envi-
ronmental standards.
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The U.S. labor proposal in NAFTA
must dramatically improve to stop the
outsourcing of good-paying jobs and
the suppression of wages for working
people. Unless we rewrite NAFTA with
the workers at the center of our goals,
we will repeat the same mistakes that
we have made in the past.

The North American Free Trade
Agreement has already facilitated the
outsourcing of a million American jobs
to Mexico where corporations can pay
workers poverty wages and dump tox-
ins into the environment before bring-
ing products back into the U.S. for
sale.

American workers and the environ-
ment lose. In fact, in 2004, in my dis-
trict in Connecticut, we lost 300 good
jobs at the BIC plant in Milford, Con-
necticut, because the company moved
their razor operation to Mexico.

Beyond BIC, NAFTA had a tremen-
dously negative impact on my home
State in Connecticut. In fact, we lost
more than 100,000 manufacturing jobs
since it was enacted and since China
was allowed to join the WTO—the pe-
riod between 1994 and 2016, according to
the Bureau of Labor Statistics. That
amounts to nearly 40 percent of the
manufacturing jobs in Connecticut,
taking into account both jobs created
by exports and jobs displaced by im-
ports.

As these jobs moved overseas, the
percentage of all private sector jobs
that are manufacturing jobs in Con-
necticut declined from 20 percent to 11
percent during the NAFTA-WTO pe-
riod. I watched and I fought against
the slow death of the Ansonia Copper
and Brass Company as they suffered
under these policies.

In Connecticut, more than 25,000
workers are certified as having lost
their job due to imports or outsourcing
under the Trade Adjustment Assist-
ance program-—companies such as Car-
rier, Exxon Mobil, General Electric,
Honeywell, Northrop Grumman, Dow
Chemical, The Hershey Company, 3M,
and others.

So manufacturing jobs, good-paying
jobs that you can support a family
with, took a big hit in Connecticut be-
cause of NAFTA—workers who made
electrical products, medical products,
machined parts, printing products,
clothing, automotive parts, aircraft
parts, and the list goes on.

When negotiated with the workers in
mind, trade agreements can create jobs
in America, and I will hold the Trump
administration to that standard, just
as I have done with every administra-
tion, no matter which party occupies
the White House.

Turning to investor-state dispute set-
tlement, or ISDS, in trade agreements,
ISDS makes it easier to outsource jobs
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from the United States by making it
less risky. It makes it less risky for
companies to move their manufac-
turing to places that have a weaker
rule of law and an underdeveloped
court system. The assumption is that,
instead of relying upon rule of law and
the courts, corporations can just sue
the taxpayers of the host country.

ISDS undermines the home advan-
tage of a relatively well-developed
court system and the rule of law like
what we have here in the TUnited
States. Furthermore, ISDS can be
wielded as a weapon to threaten and
discourage efforts to raise wages,
which encourages outsourcing. For ex-
ample, the Egyptian Government was
recently challenged by a multinational
corporation because of a raise in the
minimum wage.

President Trump ran on a platform
that called for an end to the outsourc-
ing of good-paying jobs, yet his tax
law, arguably his proudest achieve-
ment thus far, incentivizes outsourc-
ing, encourages companies to export
jobs by creating a lower rate for multi-
national corporations to invest abroad.
This is nowhere near the corporate tax
rate for domestic investments. This is
a job killer.

Right now, a company that makes
their wares outside of the United
States pays up to 13 percent in U.S.
taxes. The same company making their
wares in the United States pays 21 per-
cent in taxes on their operations. I
have recently introduced a bill striking
the sections of the law that create this
incentive to outsource.

In closing, the biggest economic issue
of our time is that too many people
who play by the rules are in jobs that
do not pay them enough to live on.
They are struggling with rising costs of
healthcare, with childcare, and some
can’t even put food on the table. We
need to fight for these workers. We
should not be sending their jobs and
their wages overseas, and I will con-
tinue to fight outsourcing for hard-
working middle class Americans. The
stakes could not be higher.

HONORING LIEUTENANT CALEB
KING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. DESANTIS) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DESANTIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
pay tribute to Lieutenant Caleb King,
a naval aviator and Port Orange, Flor-
ida, native who died when his F/A-18
Super Hornet crashed while training
onboard Naval Air Station Boca Chica
in Key West, Florida.

Caleb King was a standout football
player at Warner Christian Academy in
South Daytona. He was recruited to
play football at a number of colleges
but chose to combine college football
with service to our country by attend-
ing the U.S. Naval Academy, and as a
linebacker, he was a key component of
successful Navy teams that played in
two bowl games and, most impor-
tantly, went 4-0 against Army.
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After graduating from the U.S. Naval
Academy, Caleb completed extensive
training to become a naval aviator and
was eventually assigned to Strike
Fighter Attack Squadron 213 based in
Virginia Beach. Our fighter jets rep-
resent the tip of the sphere of Amer-
ica’s offensive air capabilities, and the
aviators assigned to these units are
some of the best sailors in the fleet, so
it is not surprising that someone like
Caleb would find himself at VFA-213.

While we don’t know yet the reason
for the crash, suffice it to say that offi-
cers like Caleb put their lives on the
line every day. The training they do is
inherently dangerous, and it is not for
the faint of heart.

Caleb King was a big, strong, Amer-
ican patriot. He was an inspiration to
those who knew him. He served our
country with distinction and lived up
to the Navy’s ethos of honor, courage,
and commitment.

Our thoughts and prayers go out to
the King family, particularly his wife,
Victoria, and daughter, Rain.

America lost a promising naval flight
officer last week in Key West. Lieuten-
ant King dedicated his life to some-
thing bigger than himself: serving our
Nation in uniform and risking his own
life to do so. That is what we call a
hero.

———

SUPPORTING MAKING
TUGUESE CITIZENS
FOR E1 AND E2 VISAS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. CosTA) for 5 minutes.

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to urge my colleagues to join me in fos-
tering further investment in our
United States economy by one of our
oldest allies, Portugal.

As a co-chair of the Congressional
Portuguese Caucus, I am proud to join
Congressmen CICILLINE and VALADAO in
leading the AMIGOS Act, which will
make Portuguese citizens eligible for
E1l and E2 visas. These visas allow indi-
viduals to enter the United States to
conduct substantial trade or invest a
substantial amount of capital, which
spurs investment in our economy and
helps create jobs. That is, after all,
what we do with our friends, with our
allies.

In 2015 alone, between Portugal and
the United States, there was $4.2 bil-
lion in trade. That created jobs here in
the United States. It creates jobs in
Portugal. It is good for both countries,
and that is the way friends ought to
work together.

There is precedent here. Congress
granted eligibility for Israel in 2012
with the E1 and E2 visas, which allow
for easier access for businesspeople who
are engaged in these kinds of economic
activities. What is more, Portugal was
one of the first countries to recognize
the United States after we declared our
independence and won the Revolu-
tionary War.

For many of us, if we remember our
history, after World War II, to defend

POR-
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Western democracies, Portugal, along
with the United States, helped organize
Western Europe to create NATO, the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization,
that has been the bulwark of defense of
Western ideals that are the foundation
of our democracies.

For these reasons and more, I call
upon my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting a commonsense, bipartisan
piece of legislation, the AMIGOS Act,
which will further opportunities for
business in America by creating more
jobs and continue to enhance the rela-
tionship that has existed for over 200
years between the United States and
Portugal.

————
WOMEN’S HISTORY MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. SMUCKER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SMUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize and honor the irre-
placeable contributions that women
have made to our Nation. As pioneers
of industry and champions of human
rights, women have played a critical
role in the advancement of our society.

March is Women’s History Month, so
I want to take a moment to talk about
just three of the many women from my
community who have made the world a
better place.

One of those women is Lydia Ham-
ilton Smith from Lancaster County, an
African-American woman, who became
the partner and confidant of Pennsyl-
vania Congressman Thaddeus Stevens
during the Civil War and during the en-
suing debate and passage of the 13th
Amendment.

During the Battle of Gettysburg, Ms.
Hamilton Smith hired a horse and
wagon and went out to collect food and
supplies from York, Adams, and Lan-
caster Counties. Once her wagon was
full, she traveled to the makeshift hos-
pitals tending to wounded soldiers from
the battle.

The recent excavation of Lydia Ham-
ilton Smith’s and Thaddeus Stevens’
houses in Lancaster uncovered a pas-
sageway that led to a tavern that is be-
lieved to have been used to shelter es-
caped slaves. The work Lydia contrib-
uted to the Underground Railroad and
the abolition movement at large is re-
flective of the difficult, perilous, and
humble work by women during that
time period to end slavery.

The next woman I would like to rec-
ognize today is Rebecca Lukens of
Chester County. I would like to read an
excerpt from a May 2012 piece pub-
lished in the Daily Local News:

“Imagine the year is 1825. You are a
31-year-old mother, pregnant with your
sixth child. You’ve already lost two
children in infancy. Your husband has
struggled for a dozen years to build an
iron-making business in the rolling
backcountry of Chester County on the
banks of Brandywine Creek. Suddenly
he dies, leaving you alone. The iron-
works employees are ready to leave,
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and your overbearing mother implores
you to abandon the business.”

This is what Rebecca Lukens had to
confront, but she didn’t give up. Re-
becca ran the household and the busi-
ness, building it over the next few dec-
ades into a successful company that we
know today as ArcelorMittal, the
world’s leading steel and mining com-
pany.

Women like Rebecca teach our sons
and daughters that, if you work hard
and dream big enough, you can break
molds and you can achieve your goals.

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
recognize Barbara Franklin. Born in
Lancaster County and a graduate of
Hempfield High School, she is perhaps
best known for serving in President
George H.W. Bush’s Cabinet as the 29th
Secretary of Commerce.

Following the student protests and
massacre in Tiananmen Square in
China, the United States imposed sanc-
tions and a ban on governmental con-
tacts. When President Bush sought to
normalize relations with China, Bar-
bara led that effort. She reconvened
the U.S.-China Joint Commission on
Commerce and Trade, opening new
markets for American products. She
says this is the most important thing
that she did as Commerce Secretary.

Barbara was also one of the very first
women to graduate from Harvard Busi-
ness School. As the current president
and CEO of Barbara Franklin Enter-
prises, she has a reputation for break-
ing down barriers and being a leading
voice for women’s equality and em-
powerment in the workplace.

Each of the three women I have high-
lighted today are successful in their
own right. They have paved the way for
current and future generations of
young people who have the same entre-
preneurial drive. Their leadership has
inspired men and women, alike, and
has set an example of what hard work,
determination, and standing for what
you believe in looks like.

I have to say I am quite proud to
have such impressive role models come
from my congressional district. It is
women like Lydia, Rebecca, Barbara,
and many others who are shining ex-
amples of the progress our country has
made over the last two centuries, who
give hope for the future and remind us
of the important contributions of
women.
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A CALL FOR ACTION AGAINST
GUN VIOLENCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. HOYER).

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I am sad-
dened and angered that the high school
in my district, Great Mills High
School, in St. Mary’s County, was the
site of the most recent school shooting,
of which there have been 17 just since
the beginning of this year.

Two students were injured, and the
gunman, also a student, was Kkilled.
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And an entire community of parents,
students, teachers, and faculty has
been shaken by this violence.

If it had not been for the courage and
quick action of the school resource of-
ficer, Blaine Gaskill, and local law en-
forcement, the casualties might have
been far, far greater.

Blaine Gaskill is a hero, as are the
teachers, students, and other school
personnel.

Tim Cameron, the sheriff of St.
Mary’s County, and the sheriff’s office,
of which Blaine Gaskill was a member,
responded exactly as they had prac-
ticed: efficient, effective, and caring.

Kathy O’Brien, who heads up a place
called Walden in our county and in
southern Maryland, was on site within
an hour, dealing with the crisis and the
mental health challenges it caused.

Principal Jake Heibel made sure the
school responded effectively. The su-
perintendent of schools, Dr. James
Smith, had made sure that the school
would act in a way that was appro-
priate.

We thank all of them.

But, Mr. Speaker, our Nation is suf-
fering from a crisis of gun violence. It
has affected schools, places of worship,
entertainment venues, city streets, and
other places where a lot of people con-
gregate.

No other industrialized society or na-
tion faces such a crisis, and that is be-
cause, in America, our laws allow al-
most anybody to access dangerous fire-
arms, almost no questions asked.

Furthermore, we allow the sale of as-
sault rifles of the kind used by soldiers
in the battlefield, designed to Kkill a lot
of people quickly.

In this instance, it was a handgun, a
Glock. I do not know the capacity of
the magazine that was used, but it was
not an assault rifle.

This Republican-led Congress, Mr.
Speaker, has chosen to follow the lead
of the NRA and do nothing of sub-
stance.

We did pass a bill the other day that
gave schools some help, some grant
money, to ensure the safety of their
schools. That was appropriate to do.
But they could do that now on their
own. We will help, that is good, but it
does not address the real problem. Per-
haps that was the point.

And America’s students, however,
Mr. Speaker, won’t have it. I had the
opportunity last Wednesday to stand
with thousands of students who walked
out of their schools, walked into de-
mocracy, and marched to the Capitol
to call for action against gun violence.

These young people, Mr. Speaker,
displayed the best of America, using
their voices and their actions, to pro-
mote a just cause and a worthy effort
to make our Union more perfect.

The other Members and I who joined
these young Americans could see that
they do not take this and other na-
tional challenges lightly. Indeed, they
had much to say about the future they
want for our country and for the role
they want to play to shape it.
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One of the students, Mr. Speaker,
from Maryland, Matt Post, spoke ex-
traordinarily eloquently.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
his remarks.

My name is Matt Post. I'm a twelfth-grad-
er, the Student Member of the Board for
Montgomery County, and, I think, as stu-
dents we need to make a few things clear.

To start, we will not sit in classrooms with
armed teachers. We refuse to learn in fear.
We reject turning our schools into prisons.

We will accept nothing less than stricter
gun control. If it’s what it takes, we are
going to shame our national policymakers
into protecting us, not just in schools but in
churches, movie theaters, on the streets, and
for the communities of color who are dis-
proportionately devastated by the sickness
of gun violence.

The lawmakers who fail to support us,
those who look for every answer to our na-
tion’s gun problem but the guns themselves,
are complicit in every single death that
comes after. To every politician sitting in
the Capitol behind us, you get to decide who
lives.

And so, this is not a partisan issue for us.
There’s nothing cosmetic about life or death.
This is about our basic morality as a coun-
try.

When the commander-in-chief’s solution to
this gun epidemic is more guns, you know we
have a moral problem in the White House.

When national policymakers value the
blood money of the NRA over the lives of
children, you know we have a moral problem
in the Halls in Congress.

And when this is doomed to happen again—
when, in the coming weeks and months,
more of my peers will be slaughtered in their
own classrooms, when their deaths will be
dismissed as collateral—you know we have a
moral problem in this country.

So let’s make one last thing clear: their
right to own an assault rifle does not out-
weigh our right to live.

The adults have failed us. This is in our
hands now. And if any elected official gets in
our way, we will vote them out and replace
them ourselves.

‘Enough is Enough!’

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I am not
going to read the remarks in their en-
tirety, but I do want to highlight one
thing Matt had to say, which I thought
was so profound.

He concluded his remarks by saying:

. their right to own an assault
rifle does not outweigh our right to
live.”

His right to live is guaranteed by the
Constitution as well.

There were many others like Matt,
Mr. Speaker, other student leaders
from our area, who stood up and spoke
out and roused their peers to be en-
gaged.

Along with Matt, I want to recognize
Brenna Levitan; Eri Shay; Emily
Dohler Rodas; Michael Solomon; Nate
Tinbite; Christian Crawford; and a stu-
dent from American University, who
helped them organize, Aaron Thorp.

These student leaders, and their
many peers who marched with them
last week, deserve to be heard in the
Halls of Congress.

Mr. Speaker, we must not fail them.

Like the young leaders of genera-
tions ago, of centuries ago, a millennia
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ago, these young leaders are calling to
our conscience to take action, and we
must not fail them.

We must not fail the students and
teachers and parents of Great Mills
High School in St. Mary’s County; or
Marjory Stoneman Douglas High
School in Parkland, Florida; or Mar-
shall County High School in Kentucky;
or Umpqua Community College in
Roseburg, Oregon; or Sandy Hook Ele-
mentary School in Newtown, Con-
necticut; or Virginia Tech; or Col-
umbine; or any other school that has
witnessed the carnage of a school
shooting.

Mr. Speaker, we must take real ac-
tion—action to make our schools and
our communities safer from gun vio-
lence.

I am proud to stand with the young
Americans who walked out—and I
thank them for their passion and their
advocacy—and who say they do not
want to go to school and be afraid.

One young woman said the first thing
she does when she goes to school now is
to look for a place to hide.

Mr. Speaker, we must do better than
that. I will continue to work closely
with the community in Great Mills in
the days and weeks ahead, as we try to
heal and move forward.

But, Mr. Speaker, in order to do that,
this body, the people’s body, who raise
our hand and swear an oath to the Con-
stitution and the laws of our country,
designed to create a more perfect
Union, a Union in which the right to
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi-
ness is protected by the people’s House,
Mr. Speaker, let us act.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 11
a.m. today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 38
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

0 1100
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
11 a.m.

————————

PRAYER

Minister Jeremiah Tatum, Willow
Avenue Church of Christ, Cookeville,
Tennessee, offered the following pray-
er:

Father in Heaven, we bow to You and
praise You upon this, the beginning of
spring. We are reminded that You are
in control of all things, and it is by
Your hand that they exist and were
created.

Look down in mercy, we beseech
Thee, on these our American States. Be
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Thou present, O God of wisdom, and di-
rect the councils of this honorable as-
sembly; enable them to settle things on
the best and surest foundation. Direct
them according to the instructions of
Your holy word.

We humbly ask for Your care and pa-
tience. We request the revival of the
spirit by which we were founded and
have endured. We pray for Your guid-
ance upon our President, his Cabinet,
the Members of our Congress, and each
and every person within our govern-
ment. We pray for Your truth and love
and peace to reign in our country and
in our world.

In Jesus’ name, amen.

————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, pursuant to clause 1, rule
I, I demand a vote on agreeing to the
Speaker’s approval of the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on the
ground that a quorum is not present
and make the point of order that a
quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8,
rule XX, further proceedings on this
question will be postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. TROTT) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. TROTT led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

WELCOMING MINISTER JEREMIAH
TATUM

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the gentlewoman from Tennessee (Mrs.
BLACK) is recognized for 1 minute.

There was no objection.

Mrs. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, it is my
honor to welcome Minister Jeremiah
Tatum from Cookeville, Tennessee, to
our Nation’s Capital.

In Congress, we begin each day
thanking the Lord for His provision
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and asking for continued guidance, pro-
tection, and wisdom. It is a great privi-
lege to have a fellow Tennesseean lead
us in this sacred tradition today.

Minister Tatum was born in Los An-
geles County, California, and comes
from seven consecutive generations of
preachers. His call to ministry began 27
years ago, and he is currently serving
his eighth year as the pulpit minister
of Willow Avenue Church of Christ in
Cookeville.

In addition to local work, Minister
Tatum preaches abroad and serves
overseas with foreign missions. He en-
courages young men to become preach-
ers and believes he has the best job in
the world. Our community is so grate-
ful for his service.

He is married to Amber, and they
have three children: Luke, Daniel, and
LyssaBeth. I know his family and the
Willow Avenue congregation are very
proud to have him with us today, and I
thank him for opening our day in pray-
er.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BosT). The Chair will entertain up to 15
further requests for 1-minute speeches
on each side of the aisle.

———

RECOGNIZING THE 24TH ANNUAL
VERA HOUSE WHITE RIBBON
CAMPAIGN

(Mr. KATKO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to speak out against domestic vi-
olence and sexual abuse.

Domestic violence affects people
from all backgrounds. Regardless of
race, religion, and socioeconomic back-
ground, domestic abuse touches all as-
pects of our community.

According to the National Coalition
Against Domestic Violence, nearly 20
people per minute are assaulted by an
intimate partner. We must work to-
gether to stop this.

Central New York is home to Vera
House, a wonderful organization that
works to prevent and respond to do-
mestic and sexual violence. This
month, it kicked off its 24th annual
White Ribbon Campaign in central New
York. This campaign raises awareness
for the need to put an end to domestic
violence and sexual abuse.

Throughout the duration of the
White Ribbon Campaign, thousands of
central New Yorkers, such as myself,
will be wearing a white ribbon or a
white wristband to stand in solidarity
against abuse.

I urge my House colleagues to join
me in wearing a white ribbon to dem-
onstrate a personal pledge to work to-
wards preventing violence against men,
women, and children.
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PROTECT THE MUELLER
INVESTIGATION

(Mr. WELCH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, make no
mistake about it: through their words
and actions, President Trump and his
allies are doing everything they can to
destroy the independent investigation

of Special Counsel Robert Mueller
through provocative tweets: a witch
hunt;

Through reckless actions: firing Di-
rector Comey and Assistant Director
McCabe; and

Through provocative statements: his
personal attorney calling for an end to
the investigation.

The question, Mr. Speaker, is not
what the President wants to do or may
do. The question is: Will Congress do
what it must do, which is protect the
Mueller investigation?

A number of us have a bill that would
do just that. Our bill would require a
three-judge panel to approve any dis-
missal of Mr. Mueller.

Mr. Speaker, no American is above
the law, no Member of Congress is
above the law, and no member of the
executive branch is above the law, in-
cluding President Trump.

Mr. Speaker, let the House vote on
our bill. Make each one of us be ac-
countable to our constituents on the
rule of law.

Will we vote to protect the Mueller
investigation or will we acquiesce to
the President’s threats and temper tan-
trums?

Mr. Speaker, let us vote.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-

gaging in personalities toward the
President.
——
HONORING THE LIFE OF WILLIAM
PULTE, SR.

(Mr. TROTT asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. TROTT. Mr. Speaker, 1 rise
today to honor the life of William
Pulte, Sr. He passed away earlier this
month at the age of 85.

In 1950, at the age of 18, Bill Pulte
started building and selling homes in
southeast Michigan. In 1956, he founded
Pulte Homes, known today as the
Pulte Group. Over the next 50 years, he
grew the company into the Ilargest
homebuilder in the United States.

Bill Pulte was a legend in the busi-
ness world, but his legacy is one of
great devotion to his family and com-
munity. He was involved with the
Angel Fund, a group which anony-
mously provides families in Detroit
with shelter. His philanthropy helped
Cornerstone Schools provide thousands
of young people in Detroit with a great
education, and his passion for home-
building took him all the way to Cen-
tral America to help its poorest com-
munities.
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So it is most appropriate that we
pause today from our Nation’s business
to remember and celebrate the life of
Bill Pulte. His hard work, devotion,
and vision changed the world for the
better, and for that, we thank him.

——
UCR VETERANS PROJECT

(Mr. TAKANO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, the Riv-
erside National Cemetery is the final
resting place for nearly 300,000 former
military personnel and their family
members. Each of them have a story
that deserves to be told.

I rise today to applaud the Univer-
sity of California, Riverside, on a new
grant that will be used to research and
tell these stories.

With support from the Department of
Veterans Affairs, UC Riverside faculty
and students will document the lives of
those who served and partner with K-12
schools to help teach young people
about the value of service and sac-
rifice. Our duty to honor those who
sacrificed for this Nation is not limited
to Memorial Day or Veterans Day.

This project will help our community
understand and appreciate the individ-
uals whose service has kept this Nation
safe and free. I am proud that UC Riv-
erside has been selected for this impor-
tant initiative and look forward to see-

ing the meaningful work it will
produce.
————
AMELIA EARHART CONTINUES TO
INSPIRE

(Ms. JENKINS of Kansas asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. Mr. Speak-
er, Amelia Earhart, one of the most
iconic aviators in history, became the
first woman to fly across the Atlantic
Ocean, which launched her to national
notoriety and inspired millions to fol-
low. Highlighting her contributions to
aviation, yesterday, the House passed
the Amelia Earhart U.S. Post Office
Act, which names her hometown post
office in Atchison, Kansas, after her.

While she was lost at sea, that wasn’t
the end of the Amelia Earhart story. A
woman’s aviation group, the Ninety-
Nines, which she founded, still exists
today and advocates for female pilots
in the industry. Amelia’s legacy soars
as high as ever as she continues to in-
spire new generations of women to
reach for greater heights.

Please join me in celebrating the life
of Amelia Earhart.

—————
CHILD CARE

(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, a typ-
ical Rhode Island family with an infant
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and a 4-year-old pays $23,000 a year in
child care. That is nearly double the
cost of tuition at the University of
Rhode Island.

Nationwide, the cost of child care has
increased 25 percent in the past decade.
That is a terrible deal. It is a raw deal
for working families. Democrats have
proposed the Child Care for Working
Families Act, a better deal.

This bill ensures that no middle class
family will pay more than 7 percent of
their income on child care. It ensures
universal access to high-quality pre-
school programs. It also raises wages
for childcare workers. It focuses on the
needs of middle class families and the
high cost of child care.

A few months ago, my Republican
colleagues passed a huge tax cut for
powerful corporate special interests
and the wealthiest Americans. Demo-
crats, on the other hand, are offering A
Better Deal—a deal that focuses on
raising family incomes, reducing costs
in people’s lives, and making sure peo-
ple are prepared for jobs in the 21st
century.

We propose A Better Deal.

————
ONE FAMILY ONE RESTAURANT

(Mr. KNIGHT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KNIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
acknowledge the work of One Family
One Restaurant, a nonprofit organiza-
tion in my district that tackles signifi-
cant homelessness and hunger prob-
lems in southern California.

I am proud to recognize its work in
giving families who struggle with food
insecurity the opportunity to eat at a
restaurant. One Family One Res-
taurant provides a unique and invalu-
able dining experience to families who
otherwise rely on food stamps and too
often wait in long lines at food banks
to access food. The experience also
helps heal hearts and restore a family’s
dignity and hope.

One Family One Restaurant does not
act alone. It relies on restaurants and
community members to sponsor meals
and local pantries and food banks to
help coordinate families in need. It
takes the repeated generosity of the
entire community to alleviate family
hunger in their region.

This year, they will be launching
their nationwide America Break Bread
campaign. I encourage all of those who
seek to help the hungry to join in this
effort and follow the footsteps of this
stellar organization. It is an honor to
bring their work to the attention of
the House and the Nation today.

—————
INSULT TO OUR PRINCIPLES

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
have had the privilege of being in-
volved in a number of international or-
ganizations representing the TUnited
States. We are defined by our love, ap-
preciation for democracy, and for sell-
ing that around the world.
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The call that was made by the Com-
mander in Chief yesterday to Vladimir
Putin, whose election was a failure, at
best, was an insult to our principles
and our values. This is the leader of a
country alleged to have used poison gas
on ally soil in London, trying to Kkill
two individuals; had the interaction in
Ukraine with the bringing down of the
plane; and incarcerating many people
in Russia because of their views.

I think this is a poor statement for a
country that promotes democracy. The
world looks to us and seeks to be, in
many instances, like America. They
value our concern for human rights and
our value of democracy. They wait for
us to stand up against despots like
Vladimir Putin, yet the President of
the United States gives him a jolly
congratulations for an election that
was not an election.

———
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CONGRATULATING PENN STATE
WRESTLING

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to congratu-
late the Penn State wrestling team on
winning this year’s NCAA Division I
National Championship.

The Penn State Nittany Lions are a
force to be reckoned with and they
proved it again last weekend in Cleve-
land, Ohio, when they brought home
their seventh team title in 8 years. The
team went 4-and-1 in the finals, coming
back from a 6-point deficit heading
into the final round to clinch the title
on a pin by junior Bo Nickal in Penn
State’s final match of the night.

Penn State won the team title with
141.5 points, while Ohio State was in
second with 134.5. Iowa took third with
97.

Head coach Cael Sanderson now has
22 national champions as a head coach,
20 at Penn State, and 7 NCAA titles.

I could not be more proud of my alma
mater or this team that gave us yet an-
other season to remember. Many col-
lege athletes dream about partici-
pating at the NCAA championships.

This team truly is the pride of Happy
Valley, and I congratulate Coach
Sanderson and every wrestler on the
team.

We are.

————

CUT FRIVOLOUS SPENDING

(Mr. BIGGS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, on Sep-
tember 12, 2017, I released a statement
to mark and recognize that the na-
tional debt had just exceeded $20 tril-
lion.

I asked my colleagues to follow
through with our commitment to re-
duce expenditures and create economic
stability for our future. Since that
date, Congress has not taken any ac-
tion to reduce our deficit or to balance
our budget. Instead, we have increased
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our budget caps to augment Federal
spending by more than 10 percent
above current levels.

We suspended our debt ceiling, and
this week we are preparing to pass our
seventh short-term spending bill of the
fiscal year. Our grossly negligent
spending habits continue with no end
in sight. At this rate, I am certain that
we will see a $22 trillion national debt
sometime around the first of next year.

Mr. Speaker, this fiscal irrespon-
sibility is not what we promised our
constituents. We are directly contrib-
uting to the bankruptcy of this Nation
that we will leave to our grand-
children.

Mr. Speaker, I beg my colleagues to
honor the pledge to cut our spending
and reduce our debt before it is too
late. We must act now before we cross
another trillion-dollar threshold.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, March 20, 2018.
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule IT of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, I have the honor to transmit a sealed
envelope received from the White House on
March 20, 2018, at 4:49 p.m., and said to con-
tain a message from the President whereby
he submits a Report to the Congress on the
Extension of Trade Promotion Authority.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS,
Clerk of the House.

EXTENSION OF TRADE PROMOTION
AUTHORITY—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 115-104)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee on Ways and Means
and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Today, I am requesting that the Con-
gress extend trade authorities proce-
dures for 3 years. As required under
section 103(c)(2) of the Bipartisan Con-
gressional Trade Priorities and Ac-
countability Act of 2015 (Trade Prior-
ities Act), I have attached to this mes-
sage the report describing the progress
that has been made in trade negotia-
tions by my Administration and the
reasons why the extension is necessary.

As noted in the 2018 Trade Policy
Agenda, my  Administration has
launched a new era in American trade
policy, driven by a determination to
use the leverage available to us as the
world’s largest economy to open for-
eign markets, and to obtain more effi-
cient global markets and fairer treat-
ment for American workers. One of the
major pillars supporting my trade pol-
icy is the pursuit of better trade deals.
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As you know, my Administration is
pursuing the renegotiation of the
North American Free Trade Agree-
ment—something many have promised
but have failed to deliver. In addition,
my Administration is exploring poten-
tial trade agreement partners, includ-
ing in Africa and Southeast Asia.

I hope my Administration can con-
tinue to work with the Congress to pur-
sue new and better trade deals for
America’s workers, farmers, ranchers,
and businesses. Extension of trade au-
thorities procedures is essential to ful-
fill that task and to demonstrate to
our trading partners that my Adminis-
tration and the Congress share a com-
mon goal when it comes to trade.

DONALD J. TRUMP.
THE WHITE HOUSE, March 20, 2018.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, March 21, 2018.
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule IT of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
March 21, 2018, at 8:52 a.m.:

That the Senate passed S. 899.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

———

PROTECT SPECIAL COUNSEL
MUELLER

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, on Mon-
day, I addressed this House on the issue
of Mr. Mueller and his important inves-
tigation in the Special Counsel’s Of-
fice.

I am concerned, as we leave on
Thursday or Friday, that the President
could fire Mr. Rosenstein—who has au-
thority over Mr. Mueller—or fire Mr.
Sessions and put somebody in who will
jeopardize Mr. Mueller’s investigation.

Accordingly, a bill I have, H.R. 4669,
was filed in December to protect Mr.
Mueller. It gives him due process
rights—if he is fired—to go to court be-
fore a three-judge Federal panel to
show that he was fired for purposes
which were political and not relating
to his job performance.

I am filing a discharge petition
today. I will be filing it in 10 minutes,
asking all Members of the House to
sign it; to bring this bill to the floor
immediately for a vote so that we can
protect the special counsel, protect Mr.
Mueller, and protect America.

God Bless America.
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RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 21
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

J 1300
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. POE of Texas) at 1 p.m.

————
TRICKETT WENDLER, FRANK
MONGIELLO, JORDAN MCLINN,

AND MATTHEW BELLINA RIGHT
TO TRY ACT OF 2018

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 787, I call up
the bill (H.R. 5247) to authorize the use
of eligible investigational drugs by eli-
gible patients who have been diagnosed
with a stage of a disease or condition
in which there is reasonable likelihood
that death will occur within a matter
of months, or with another eligible ill-
ness, and for other purposes, and ask
for its immediate consideration in the
House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 787, the bill is
considered read.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5247

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Trickett
Wendler, Frank Mongiello, Jordan McLinn,
and Matthew Bellina Right to Try Act of
2018.

SEC. 2. USE OF UNAPPROVED INVESTIGATIONAL
DRUGS BY PATIENTS DIAGNOSED
WITH A TERMINAL ILLNESS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter E of chapter
V of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (21 U.S.C. 360bbb et seq.) is amended by
inserting after section 561A (21 U.S.C.
360bbb-0) the following:

“SEC. 561B. INVESTIGATIONAL DRUGS FOR USE
BY ELIGIBLE PATIENTS.

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion:

‘(1) The term ‘eligible patient’ means a pa-
tient—

‘“(A) who has been diagnosed with an eligi-
ble illness;

‘(B) who has exhausted approved treat-
ment options and is not eligible to partici-
pate in (for a reason such as the patient not
meeting inclusion criteria) a clinical trial
designed to evaluate an investigational drug
for the treatment of such eligible illness
with which the patient has been diagnosed,
including one involving the eligible inves-
tigational drug, or for whom participation in
such a clinical trial is not feasible (for a rea-
son such as a lack of geographic proximity
to the clinical trial), as certified by a physi-
cian, who—

‘(i) is in good standing with the physi-
cian’s licensing organization or board; and

‘“(ii) will not be compensated for so certi-
fying; and

‘(C) who has provided to the treating phy-
sician written informed consent, as described
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in part 50 of title 21, Code of Federal Regula-
tions (or any successor regulations), regard-
ing the eligible investigational drug, or, as
applicable, on whose behalf a legally author-
ized representative of the patient has pro-
vided such consent.

‘“(2) The term ‘eligible investigational
drug’ means an investigational drug (as such
term is used in section 561)—

‘“(A) for which a phase 1 clinical trial has
been completed;

‘“(B) that has not been approved or licensed
for any use under section 505 of this Act or
section 351 of the Public Health Service Act;

“(C)() for which an application has been
filed under section 505(b) of this Act or sec-
tion 351(a) of the Public Health Service Act,
as applicable, that is active; or

‘“(ii) that is under investigation in a clin-
ical trial that—

““(I) is intended to form the primary basis
of a claim of effectiveness in support of ap-
proval or licensure under section 505 of this
Act or section 351 of the Public Health Serv-
ice Act; and

“(II) is the subject of an active investiga-
tional new drug application under section
505(i) of this Act or section 351(a)(3) of the
Public Health Service Act, as applicable; and

‘(D) the active development or production
of which—

‘(i) is ongoing;

‘“(ii) has not been discontinued by the man-
ufacturer; and

‘“(iii) is not the subject of a clinical hold
under the regulations implementing section
505(i) or section 351(a)(3) of the Public Health
Service Act, as applicable.

“(3) The term ‘phase 1 trial’ means a phase
1 clinical investigation of a drug as described
in section 312.21 of title 21, Code of Federal
Regulations (or any successor regulations).

‘“(4) The term ‘eligible illness’ means—

‘““(A) a stage of a disease or condition in
which there is reasonable likelihood that
death will occur within a matter of months;
or

‘“(B) a disease or condition that would re-
sult in significant irreversible morbidity
that is likely to lead to severely premature
death.

“(b) ALTERNATIVE PATHWAY FOR ELIGIBLE
PATIENTS WITH A TERMINAL ILLNESS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Eligible investigational
drugs provided to eligible patients in compli-
ance with this section are exempt from sec-
tions 502(f), 503(b)(4), and subsections (a) and
(1) of section 505 of this Act, and section
361(a) of the Public Health Service Act so
long as the conditions specified in para-
graphs (2), (3), and (4) are met with respect to
the provision of such investigational drugs.

¢(2) COMPLIANCE WITH CERTAIN REGULA-
TIONS.—The conditions specified in this para-
graph, with respect to an eligible investiga-
tional drug referred to in paragraph (1), are
that—

““(A) the eligible investigational drug is la-
beled in accordance with section 312.6 of title
21, Code of Federal Regulations (or any suc-
cessor regulations); and

‘“(B) the provision of such eligible inves-
tigational drug occurs in compliance with
the applicable requirements set forth in sec-
tions 312.7 and 312.8(d)(1) of title 21, Code of
Federal Regulations (or any successor regu-
lations) that apply to investigational drugs,
subject to paragraph (5).

“‘(3) NOTIFICATION.—The condition specified
in this paragraph, with respect to an eligible
investigational drug referred to in paragraph
(1), is that the sponsor of such eligible inves-
tigational drug notifies the Secretary of the
provision of such eligible investigational
drug for use by an eligible patient pursuant
to this section. Such notification shall be
submitted within 7 business days of the pro-
vision of such eligible investigational drug
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as correspondence to the investigational new
drug application described in subsection
(a)(2).

‘“(4) ADVERSE EVENT REPORTING.—The con-
dition specified in this paragraph, with re-
spect to an eligible investigational drug re-
ferred to in paragraph (1), is that the sponsor
or manufacturer of such eligible investiga-
tional drug has required, as a condition of
providing the drug to a physician for use by
an eligible patient pursuant to this section,
that such physician will immediately report
to such sponsor or manufacturer any serious
adverse events, as such term is defined in
section 312.32 of title 21, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations (or any successor regulations), asso-
ciated with the use of the eligible investiga-
tional drug by the eligible patient.

‘“(6) APPLICATION.—For purposes of this
section, the requirements set forth in sec-
tions 312.7 and 312.8(d)(1) of title 21 of the
Code of Federal Regulations (or any suc-
cessor regulations) are deemed to apply to
any person who manufactures, distributes,
prescribes, dispenses, introduces or delivers
for introduction into interstate commerce,
or provides to an eligible patient an eligible
investigational drug pursuant to this sec-
tion.

¢“(¢c) USE OF CLINICAL OUTCOMES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of this Act, the Public
Health Service Act, or any other provision of
Federal law, the Secretary may not use a
clinical outcome associated with the use of
an eligible investigational drug pursuant to
this section to delay or adversely affect the
review or approval of such drug under sec-
tion 505 of this Act or section 351 of the Pub-
lic Health Service Act unless—

““(A) the Secretary makes a determination,
in accordance with paragraph (2), that use of
such clinical outcome is critical to deter-
mining the safety of the eligible investiga-
tional drug; or

‘(B) the sponsor requests use of such out-
comes.

‘(2) LIMITATION.—If the Secretary makes a
determination under paragraph (1)(A), the
Secretary shall provide written notice of
such determination to the sponsor, including
a public health justification for such deter-
mination, and such notice shall be made part
of the administrative record. Such deter-
mination shall not be delegated below the di-
rector of the agency center that is charged
with the premarket review of the eligible in-
vestigational drug.

‘‘(d) REPORTING.—The manufacturer or
sponsor of an eligible investigational drug
that provides an eligible investigational
drug pursuant to this section shall post on
the same publicly available internet website
used by the manufacturer for purposes of
section 561A(b) an annual summary of any
provision by the manufacturer or sponsor of
an eligible investigational drug under this
section. The summary shall include the num-
ber of requests received, the number of re-
quests granted, the number of patients treat-
ed, the therapeutic area of the drug made
available, and any known or suspected seri-
ous adverse events, as such term is defined in
section 312.32 of title 21, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations (or any successor regulations), asso-
ciated with the use of the eligible investiga-
tional drug.

‘‘(e) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section shall be construed as limiting
the authority of the Secretary to require
manufacturers or sponsors of investigational
drugs to review and report information rel-
evant to the safety of such investigational
drug obtained or otherwise received by the
sponsor pursuant to part 312 of title 21, Code
of Federal Regulations (or successor regula-
tions).”.

(b) No LIABILITY.—Section 561B of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, as added
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by subsection (a), is amended by adding at
the end the following:

““(f) LIABILITY.—

(1) ALLEGED ACTS OR OMISSIONS.—

““(A) MANUFACTURER OR SPONSOR.—NoO man-
ufacturer or sponsor (or their agent or rep-
resentative) of an investigational drug shall
be liable for any alleged act or omission re-
lated to the provision of such drug to a sin-
gle patient or small group of patients for
treatment use in accordance with subsection
(b) or (c) of section 561 or the provision of an
eligible investigational drug to an eligible
patient in accordance with this section, in-
cluding, with respect to the provision of an
investigational drug under section 561 or an
eligible investigational drug under this sec-
tion, the reporting of safety information,
from clinical trials or any other source, as
required by section 312.32 of title 21, Code of
Federal Regulations (or any successor regu-
lations).

“(B) PHYSICIAN, CLINICAL INVESTIGATOR, OR
HOSPITAL.—

‘(i) No licensed physician, clinical investi-
gator, or hospital shall be liable for any al-
leged act or omission related to the provi-
sion of an investigational drug to a single
patient or small group of patients for treat-
ment use in accordance with subsection (b)
or (c) of section 561, as described in clause
(ii), or the provision of an eligible investiga-
tional drug to an eligible patient in accord-
ance with this section, unless such act or
omission constitutes on the part of such phy-
sician, clinical investigator, or hospital with
respect to such investigational drug or eligi-
ble investigational drug—

‘“(I) willful or criminal misconduct;

‘“(IT) reckless misconduct;

‘“(ITIT) gross negligence relative to the ap-
plicable standard of care and practice with
respect to the administration or dispensing
of such investigational drug; or

‘(IV) an intentional tort under applicable
State law.

‘(i) The requirements described in this
clause are the requirements under subsection
(b) or (c) of section 561, including—

‘“(I) the reporting of safety information,
from clinical trials or any other source, as
required by section 312.32 of title 21, Code of
Federal Regulations (or any successor regu-
lations);

‘“(IT) ensuring that the informed consent
requirements of part 50 of title 21, Code of
the Federal Regulations (or any successor
regulations) are met; and

‘(III) ensuring that review by an institu-
tional review board is obtained in a manner
consistent with the requirements of part 56
of title 21, Code of the Federal Regulations
(or any successor regulations).

‘(2) DETERMINATION NOT TO PROVIDE
DRUG.—No manufacturer, sponsor, licensed
physician, clinical investigator, or hospital
shall be liable for determining not to provide
access to an investigational drug under this
section or for discontinuing any such access
that it initially determined to provide.

““(3) LIMITATION.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as set forth in
paragraphs (1) and (2), nothing in this sec-
tion shall be construed to modify or other-
wise affect the right of any person to bring
a private action against a manufacturer or
sponsor (or their agent or representative),
physician, clinical investigator, hospital,
prescriber, dispenser, or other entity under
any State or Federal product liability, tort,
consumer protection, or warranty law.

‘“(B) FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.—Nothing in
this section shall be construed to modify or
otherwise affect the authority of the Federal
Government to bring suit under any Federal
law.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) and
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the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
insert extraneous material on H.R.
5247.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, earlier this year, Mem-
bers of Congress heard the President
during his State of the Union Address
make a specific promise to the Amer-
ican people that the passage of right-
to-try legislation would occur. This
afternoon, I am proud to stand with the
President and the thousands of Ameri-
cans with terminal illnesses, their fam-
ilies, and their friends, in passing this
important bill in the House.

Since 2014, nearly three out of four
States, including my home State of
Texas, have passed a version of right-
to-try laws. I am pleased that the
House is again considering H.R. 5247,
the Trickett Wendler, Frank
Mongiello, Jordan McLinn, and Mat-
thew Bellina Right to Try Act of 2018,
so that terminally ill patients have a
chance, or maybe a second chance, at
life. These patients are our constitu-
ents. They could be someone we know.
Let us take this opportunity to im-
prove access to experimental treat-
ments for them.

Over the course of the past decade,
our Nation has achieved an unprece-
dented number of innovations and sci-
entific breakthroughs. Through the
contributions of researchers in aca-
demia and the private sector, Ameri-
cans have more innovative treatments
at their fingertips.

Despite these achievements, I still
hear from patients with serious, life-
threatening conditions, including my
own constituents in north Texas, who
are frustrated with what they see as
regulatory barriers from trying new
therapies when everything else has
failed.

Mr. Speaker, as a physician, I under-
stand that access to investigational
drugs and therapies is a deeply per-
sonal priority for those seeking treat-
ment for their loved ones with serious,
life-threatening conditions.

To my friends on the other side of
the aisle, I have a simple question:
Why do you not want to allow these pa-
tients to exercise their right to fight
for their future?

It is worth mentioning that the bill
before us today is a revised, more nar-
rowly crafted version of the one that
passed the Senate last August. Since
that time, the Energy and Commerce
Subcommittee on Health held a hear-
ing in early October to consider the
Senate bill, where Members heard from
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the Commissioner of the Food and
Drug Administration, Dr. Scott Gott-
lieb, about the agency’s concerns. We
also heard testimony from patients and
groups that support and oppose right to
try.

From then to just recently, our com-
mittee engaged in multistakeholder ef-
forts to improve the original right-to-
try bill, as passed by the Senate. It en-
tailed numerous conversations with pa-
tients, advocates, the Administration,
authors of the bill, and stakeholders on
all sides of this complex topic.

The Food and Drug Administration
was never left out of the discussion. In
fact, the agency provided valuable
input throughout the process and up
until the introduction of H.R. 5247. The
aim was to open the door to innova-
tive, experimental drugs for terminally
ill patients without necessarily com-
promising the vital work and the mis-
sion of the Food and Drug Administra-
tion.

The current compassionate use pro-
gram at the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration does make a good faith effort
to help patients who do not qualify for
clinical trials. But right to try would
actually offer patients an alternative
pathway to access eligible investiga-
tional drugs, so long as they are cer-
tified by a physician who is in good
standing and abides by the rules laid
out in the bill.

Again, we have worked closely with
the Food and Drug Administration to
ensure that this new, alternative path-
way does not hinder or conflict with
the critically important oversight that
the agency conducts.

Additionally, this bill protects pa-
tients from manufacturers mislabeling
or misbranding drugs, requires spon-
sors and manufacturers to report ad-
verse events to the Food and Drug Ad-
ministration, and provides certain li-
ability protections for parties partici-
pating in the new pathway.

Mr. Speaker, this alternative path-
way would also be limited to individ-
uals who are suffering from a disease or
a condition where there is a reasonable
likelihood of death within a matter of
months or significant, reversible mor-
bidity, and who have exhausted all
FDA-approved treatment options.

Lastly, it is essential that we do not
create additional hurdles in this proc-
ess so that manufacturers in the drug
approval process have the certainty
that they need.

The revised right-to-try bill clearly
states that the Secretary of the De-
partment of Health and Human Serv-
ices ‘“‘may not use a clinical outcome
associated with the use of an eligible
investigational drug ... to delay or
adversely affect the review or approval
of such drug. . . .*

After months of work and thoughtful
discussions, this legislation is a posi-
tive step forward in our shared goal of
improving care for America’s patients.
It strikes the proper balance between
ensuring patient safety and granting
access to new treatments.
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The President outlined in his State
of the Union Address that this was an
important priority for the administra-
tion. In the words of our Vice President
and former colleague, MIKE PENCE:
“It’s about restoring hope and giving
patients with life-threatening diseases
a fighting chance.”

Mr. Speaker, for these reasons, I urge
my colleagues in the House to vote in
support of H.R. 5247, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to voice my
strong opposition to H.R. 5247, the
Right to Try Act of 2018.

This legislation, introduced only last
week, is an egregious attempt, in my
opinion, by the Goldwater Institute to
undermine the gold standard drug ap-
proval process at the Food and Drug
Administration.

The supporters of this bill claim to
be helping desperate patients who are
looking for hope.

If this is such a patient-centered bill,
then why does every major patient or-
ganization overwhelmingly oppose it?

More than 100 patient organizations,
including the National Organization
for Rare Disorders, the Friends of Can-
cer Research, and the American Cancer
Society have all written in opposition
to this legislation.

In a letter to congressional leader-
ship, these 103 patient organizations
noted ‘“‘that the alternative pathway in
the latest version of this legislation is
still less safe for our patients than the
current expanded access process under
the FDA.”

It is not only the patient organiza-
tions that are voicing concerns. Four
former FDA Commissioners—Drs.
Hamburg and Califf, who served under
the Obama administration; and Drs.
McClellan and Andrew von Eschenbach,
who served under the Bush administra-
tion—also oppose this legislation. That
is two former Republican Commis-
sioners and two former Democratic
Commissioners who are opposed to
both the House bill and the Senate bill
on this same issue.

These four Commissioners explained
their opposition by saying: ‘‘There is
no evidence that either bill would
meaningfully improve access for pa-
tients, but both would remove the FDA
from the process and create a dan-
gerous precedent that would erode pro-
tections for vulnerable patients.”

Mr. Speaker, I think most impor-
tantly, I would stress that this legisla-
tion is simply not needed. There is al-
ready a successful program in place
today at the FDA in which seriously ill
patients and their doctors can request
access to an experimental treatment
from a manufacturer. This application
process, which takes as little as 45 min-
utes for a physician to complete, has
been overwhelmingly successful.

Last summer, a review by the Gov-
ernment Accountability Office found
that the FDA approves 99 percent of
the requests submitted to the agency.
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In fact, of the nearly 1,700 requests the
FDA received last year, only 9 were not
approved.

Physicians and patients also receive
approval quickly. Emergency requests
are often granted immediately over the
phone and, on average, receive a re-
sponse within 4 days.

While the FDA approves 99 percent of
the treatments it reviews through this
expanded access process, as it is called,
it also adjusts applications for 11 per-
cent of the patients to improve patient
safety protections.

In order to protect patients, this re-
view, in my opinion, should continue.
We must protect patients from bad ac-
tors or from dangerous treatments that
might make their lives worse. Just
imagine the health consequences to pa-
tients if these 11 percent of applicants
had not been adjusted.

This is the very reason that the FDA
must be involved in the process. If you
eliminate FDA review, as this bill does,
you are putting patients at risk.

I want to talk a little bit about the
fact that many States now have right-
to-try statutes. I fear that some Mem-
bers—and I heard this last week when
the bill was on the suspension list—
might support this legislation under
the false belief that the State right-to-
try laws in their States have provided
help to patients. But nothing could be
further from the truth.

One example supporters of this legis-
lation like to Dbring up is Dr.
Delpassand from Texas, who claims to
have treated patients under the State
right to try.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
a letter from Mr. Andrew McFadyen of
The Isaac Foundation, who dispels this
myth.

THE ISAAC FOUNDATION,
March 20, 2018.
Rep. GREG WALDEN, Chair,
Rep. FRANK PALLONE, Ranking Member,
Energy & Commerce Committee.

DEAR MR. PALLONE AND MR. WALDEN: I am
writing to you regarding your upcoming de-
bate on HR 5247, the Right to Try initiative
fronted by the Goldwater Institute. I am the
Executive Director of The Isaac Foundation,
an organization that is dedicated to pro-
viding advocacy and support to patients
dealing with a wide range of disorders and
needing access to rare disease treatments.
Our work pushes international boundaries,
with the bulk of our efforts taking place in
Canada and the United States. I am also a
member of the NYU Working Group on Com-
passionate Use and Pre-Approval Access
w